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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 October 2008 have been fully considered, but they 
are moot in view of the new rejections. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Okamura (US 5483685) in view of Applicant's admitted prior art. 



Independent claim 1: Okamura discloses a method for selecting a broadcast 
program, comprising: 

receiving a first user input representing a first digit associated with said 
broadcast program (first digit 1 A [Fig 1] for selecting a channel [Abstract]); 

storing first data representing said first digit within ... a predetermined time 
interval ... (within a selection lag time T [col. 5, 1. 13-19]); and 
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processing said first data for selecting said broadcast program (selecting the 
program based on the inputted digit [Abstract]). 

Okamura does not further teach using different non-zero time intervals 
between a first region and a second region. However, Okamura does not specify 
the length of the time interval, referring to the interval as "selection lag-time T." 
By not specifying the length of the predetermined time interval, Okamura leaves 
the determination of the length of the time interval up to the design choice of the 
implementers of the method. 

AAPA indicates that it was known to have different versions of client software 
used in different regions. Different software versions were known to have 
different interaction methods for selecting channels. Specification, pg. 1, 1. 31 - 
pg. 2, 1. 8. 

It is obvious to combine prior art elements according to known techniques to 
yield predictable results. Therefore, it would have been obvious for the method of 
Okamura to have been implemented in multiple regions using different software 
versions depending on the region as taught by AAPA. Since different software 
versions were known to be programmed with different user interaction methods 
for changing the channel, the combination would have yielded the predictable 
result of the design choice of the time length T varying between the software 
versions according to the design choice of the programmers of each version. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for the method of Okamura to have 
been implemented across two software versions corresponding to regions as 
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taught by AAPA, the two versions/regions using different predetermined time 
intervals according to the design choice of the respective programmers. Thus the 
invention as a whole would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill. 

Independent claims 9 and 17 correspond to claim 1 and are met as such. The 
memory of the apparatus/receiver stores different versions of the software, and 
hence different predetermined time intervals, depending on the region as 
indicated above. 

Claims 2, 10, and 18, dependent on claims 1,9, and 1 7 respectively: 
Okamura further discloses wherein: 

said first predetermined time interval is shorter than said second 
predetermined time interval (according to design choice); and 

said first data is processed after one of said first and second predetermined 
time intervals expires (after the time interval has elapsed, the digit is stored and 
the channel is changed or further input is received [col. 5, 1. 13-19] [col. 6, 1. 39- 
47]). 



Claims 3, 11, and 19, dependent on claims 1, 9, and 17 respectively: 
Okamura further discloses: 
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receiving a second user input representing a second digit associated witli 
said broadcast program witliin one of said first and second predetermined time 
intervals (a second digit witliin tine lag interval [col. 5, 1. 23-29]); and 

processing said second data for selecting said broadcast program [col. 5, 1. 
23-29]. 

Claims 4, 12, and 20, dependent on claims 1, 9, and 17 respectively: 
Okamura further discloses: 

receiving a second user input representing a second digit associated with 
said broadcast program within a third predetermined time interval after one of 
said first and second predetermined time intervals expires (within an overall 
interval consisting of the first digit lag interval and the second digit lag interval, 
the second digit selected during the second digit lag interval after the first lag 
Interval expires [col. 5, 1. 6-38]); and 

processing said second data for selecting said broadcast program [col. 5, 1. 
23-29]. 

Claims 5, 13, and 21, dependent on claims 1, 9, and 17 respectively: 
Okamura In view of AAPA further teaches wherein said first region Includes 
Europe and Asia (AAPA Spec, pg. 1). 
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Claims 6, 14, and 22, dependent on claims 1, 9, and 17 respectively: 
Okamura in view of AAPA further teaches wherein said second region includes 
North America and South America (AAPA Spec, pg. 1). 

Claims 7, 15, and 23, dependent on claims 1 , 9, and 17 respectively: 
Okamura in view of AAPA further discloses wherein: 

said first region receives first broadcast programs from a first service provider 
(a European or Asian service provider); and 

said second region receives second broadcast programs from a second 
service provider (a North or South American service provider). 

Claims 8, 16, and 24, dependent on claims 1,9, and 17 respectively: 
Okamura further discloses: 

enabling [...] selection of one of said first region and said second region 
(selection of the frequency sweep, which determines the region [col. 3, 1. 62 - 
col. 4, 1. 28]); and 

storing data corresponding to one of said first region and said second region 
responsive to said user selection (storing a number indicating the number of 
channels in the region [col. 4, 1. 6-16]) 

Okamura does not specifically disclose that the frequency sweep is selected 
by the user. 
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AAPA indicates that it was well known to perform a frequency sweep for 
determining the received channels upon selection of a user. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to have modified the frequency sweep 
to have been selectable by the user for the purpose of providing control over the 
operation of the system to the user. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bennett Ingvoldstad whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3431 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571 ) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jason P Salce/ 01/02/2009 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2421 



/Bennett Ingvoldstad/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2427 



